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ttbe  Harccmcnt  an^  W^at  It  HDeans 

By  Bev.  S.  Bond,  of  London  Methodist  Conferenee. 

The  occurrences  of  the  'ast  few  weeks  in  Toronto  ia 
relation  to  the  doctrinal  teaching  of  the  Theological 
Professors  in  Victoria  University  have  been  of  such  a 
nature  as  to  excite  the  public  mind  and  cause  the  deepest 
concern.  They  demand  the  most  serious  attention.  Be- 
ginning with  the  proposal  of  Rev.  George  Jackson,  B.A., 
that  a  series  of  papers  should  be  presented  to  the 
Methodist  ministers'  meeting  on  the  chapters  of  George 
Adam  Smith's  "Moderu  Criticism  and  the  Preaching  of 
the  Old  Testament,"  that  plan  has  been  carried  out, 
resulting  in  much  agitation.  Nearly  all  the  papers  were 
assigned  to  and  taken  by  persons  who  had  largely,  if 
not  wholly,  accepted  the  views  advocated  in  that  book. 
By  this  means  these  opinions  received  additional  advo- 
cacy, while  those  dissenting  from  them  have  had  verj 
little  opportunity  to  criticize  and  oppose  them.  While 
this  was  in  progress  Mr.  Jackson  was  giving  monthly 
addresses  on  Sunday  afternoons  in  Sherboume  Street 
Methodist  Church,  in  which  the  same  positions  were  main- 
tained. One  of  these  was  given  as  a  lecture  to  the  young 
men  and  boys  of  the  Y.  M.  C.  A.  and  became  the  occa- 
'  on  of  some  warm  discussion  in  the  public  press  and  of 
ih  more  general  discussion  among  the  people. 

rKE  DECLARATION  OF  THE  BOABD  OF 
BEGENTS. 

As  Mr.  Jackson  had  lately  been  appointed  a 
Professor  in  the  Theological  Faculty  of  Victoria 
University,  the  authorities  of  that  institution  se 
felt  the  force  of  the  excitement  that  they  called  » 
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meeting  of  the  BoarJ  of  Regents  to  consider  the 
situation.  Their  deliberations  resulted  in  the  docu- 
ment which  was  published  in  the  Christian  Guardian 
of  March  Slst,  1909,  entitled  by  the  editor  "An 
Amicable  Settlement."  In  the  same  issue  of  that 
paper  the  editor  says:  "This  declaration  published 
in  this  issue  from  the  auihorities  of  Victoria  Uni- 
versity has  been  and  will  be  read  with  profound 
satisfaction  throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of 
our  Church.  In  its  essential  features  it  is  prac- 
tically what  a  great  Church  decision  should  be." 
Then  he  declares  this  statement  "evangelically 
sound. ' '  Thus  the  utmost  effort  wtis  made  to  secure 
for  this  so-called  "settlement"  full  and  unques- 
tioned acceptance.  To  this  end,  after  making  such 
strong  statements,  the  editor  closes  the  columns 
against  all  further  disci  ^ion. 

There  can  be  no  doubt  that  so  far  is  any  indi- 
vidual of  the  Board  of  Regents  is  concerned,  he 
had  the  right  to  make  that  deliverance;  but  that 
the  Board  of  Regents  had  either  the  right  or  power 
to  make  such  an  agreement  "in  the  name  of  the 
whole  Church"  is  open  to  very  grave  question. 

Then  the  editor  goes  on  to  say:  "To  have  made 
the  discovery  in  the  name  of  the  whole  Church,  that 
the  difference  between  an  alert  and  intelligent  con- 
servatism and  a  reverent  and  reasoned  criticism  ia 
in  no  sense  a  fundamental  one,  is  the  achievement 
of  the  framers  of  this  declaration."  Have  they 
made  such  a  discovery!  The  effort  is  thus  made  to 
persuade  all  concerned  that  the  difference  referred 
to  is  not  fundamental  to  Christian  faith.  Only  a 
superficial  thinker  can  accept  of  such  a  statement. 
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It  i»  bold,  but  it  is  not  correct,  and  cannot  be  sus- 
tained. 

A  VITAL  QXJB8TI0N.  y 

The  diiference,  even  as  presented  in  this  declaration, 
with  all   its  skilful   effort   to   cover  up   and   smooth   it 
down,   is   immense,   and   is  at   the   very   foundation   of 
Christian  faith  and  life,  viz..  What  is  the  Word  of  Godt 
The   giving   forth   of   such    a   •'declaration"   surely 
justifies    enquiry    a   d    demands    discussion.    The    e<U- 
tor's  statement  greatly  increases  such  necessity.  The 
Church   is  under  very  urgent   need   to  ask   the  ques- 
tion,    Is    this   "declaration"    a    proper   and    sufficient 
settlement    of    the    issues    involved    in    the    questions 
raised    in     this     discussion?        Speaking     broadly,     the 
question  is  whether  the  views  maintained  by  George 
Adam  Smith   in  the  book  referred  to  are  "evangeli- 
cally sound,"  and  such  as  may  properly  be  taught  in 
Victoria  University   to  our  Theological   students?     It 
is   important   that   the  people   who   support   the    Uni- 
versity   and    expect    to    have   these    students    become 
their   ministers   should   know,   at   least,   some   of   the 
things  there   maintained.     Three  out   of  many   ques- 
tionable positions  may  be  given  as  samples:    (a)   That 
the  first  eleven  chapters  of  Genesis  are  made  np  of 
myths  and  legends  and  that  reliable  history  in  the 
Old  Tef:-     lent  does  not  begin  till  we  reach  the  books 
of  San     ..    (b'  That  the  Pentateuch  was  not  written 
by  Moses,  but  by  some  unknown  writer  or  writers 
near  the  time  of  the  exile,  and  for  the  purpose  of 
oiaintalning   the   pretensions   and    authority    of   the 
priests,  who  palmed  it  oft  on  the  people  as  the  work 
of  Moses,    (c)    That  the  Hebrews  were  pol>theiBtic 
in  their  faith  until  the  time  of  the  great  prophets. 
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The  other  characteristic  positions  of  the  work  are 
in  harmony  with  these,  and  in  many  cases  grow  out 
of  them.  It  wiU  easily  be  seen  that  these  views 
imply  questions  relating  to  the  integrity  and  authority 
of  the  Scriptures,  both  of  the  Old  and  *he  New  Testa- 

ment.  . 

Anyone  who  accepts  the  terms  of  it  can  hold  and  teach 
anything    taught    on    these    subjects    by    George    Adam 
Smith.      It   is   important,  therefore,  to   mark  carefully 
the  terms  employed  in  this  agreement.     It  professes  to 
lay  down  the  principles  that  shall  guide  in  the  interpre- 
tation  of  the   Holy  Scriptures,  especially  so   far  as  it 
relates  to  their  inspiration,  integrity  and  authority.     It 
would  be   difficult   to  deal  with   a   more  vital  question. 
Before  we  can  say  whether  this  document  can  rightly 
be  accepted  as  a  "settlement"  between  two  conflicting 
views,   it   is    '"cessary  to   understand   its  import.     And 
here  it  is  easy  to  be  misled,  for  the  document  appar- 
ently lays  dov;n  two  very  different  principles.     At  the 
opening  of  the   statement   it  says:    "It  is  required  of 
the  Theological  Faculty  of  Victoria  College  that  nothing 
shall  be  taught  to  our  students  which  will  in  any  way 
prove  destructive  to  faith  in  the  inspiration  and  author- 
ity of  divine  revelation  given  by  God  in  the  Holy  Scrip- 
tures, or  in  their  integrity  and  trustworthiness,  as  taught 
in  the  fifth  article  of  reli^on,  on  the  basis  of  which  our 
Church  and  college  are  both   founded."     These   words 
must  be  interpreted   in  harmony  with  the  rest   of  the 
document.    It  does  not  say  the  "inspiration  and  author- 
ity of  the  Holy  Scriptures,"  but  "the  inspiration  and 
authority  of  'Divine  revelation'  as  given  by  God  in  the 
Holy  Scriptures."      In  anor^       part  of  this  document 
the   inspiration   and  authority   of   "Divine   revelation" 
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are  limited  to  "moral  and  religious  truth,"  so  that  what 
does  not  come  under  this  category  has  no  authority.     It 
is  a  broad  and  vital  distinction,  and  it  is  fair  to  assume 
that  it   is  not   here  without  a  pur,>ose.     If   the  words 
"Divine    revelation"    covered    the    same    ground    and 
meant  the  same  thing  as  the  words  "Holy  Scriptures, 
this  statement  would  be  a  safe  and  correct  general  pna- 
ciple  by  which  to  test  the  propriety  and  soundness  of  a 
professor's  teaching,  but  standing  as  it  does  in  relatvon 
to  the  other  parts  of  this  document,  it  does  not  prohibit 
teaching  that  may  undermine  faith  in  the  integrity  and 
trustworthiness  of  a  very  large  part  of  the  Holy  Scrip- 
tures. 

But  whatever  the  meaning  of  this  statement  was  in- 
tended to  be,  it  if  .  anifestly  not  the  basis  or  the  gov- 
erning principle  of  this  "agreement."  unless  the  above 
interpretation  is  the  one  intended.     This  will  easily  be 
seen  by  observing  what  follows.     There  is  fi.st  a  para- 
graph 'setting  forth  the  necessity  of  the  Holy  Spirit  a 
agency  in  the  Church  and  in  the  individual  believer,  and 
the    impossibility    of    proper   teaching  unless   the  man 
acknowledges  Jesus  Christ  as  the  Son  of  God  and  Lord 
and  Saviour  of  man.     A  statement  f.f  the  doctrine  of 
the  creation,  of  the  sin  of  man,  of  redempti    -  b'  Jesus 
Christ  through  His  atonement,  follows.    The.       plea  for 
more  liberty,  and  especially  with  rof.'rence   to  what  is 
implied  in  the  inspiration  of  Holy  Sc;  ..itiire.    This  leads 
up  to  that  which  is  vital  ir    cMs  docu  i.  -t  r^nd  which  la 
the  real  "agreement."     It  ..  to  this  we  must  give  calm 
and  careful  attention  if  we  would  understand  where  this 
"agreement"  lands  us. 

Two    different    statements    of    inspiration    are    given. 
Both  are  extreme  views,  and  both  cf  these,  it  is  said, 
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"will  satisfy  the  requirements  of  the  doctrinal  stand- 
ards of  the  Methodist  Church,  as  expressed  in  our  fifth 
article,  while  passages  in  Mr.  Wesley's  Sermons  and 
Notes  may  be  quoted  in  support  of  either  view."  These 
are  very  broad  statements,  but  they  are  indefinite  and 
perhaps  misleading.     No  quotations  are  given. 

TWO   OPPOSED   VIEWS  OF   INSPIRATION. 

The  two  views  of  inspiration  are  stated  thus:   "But 
the   question   remains,  how   has  the  Divine   Spirit-given 
truth  expressed  itself  in  the   language  and  thought  of 
men!      Has   it   created   for   itself  a    new   and   perfect 
form  of  thought  and  expression,  so  that  everything  in- 
corporated in  the  Scriptures— its  science  and  history  as 
well   as    its    religion   and   morality— are    stamped   with 
the   perfection   of   the  Divine   omniscience."     "Or   did 
the  inspiring  Spirit  come  to  men  in  sundry  times,  and 
in  divers  manners,  as  they  were,  with  their  limitations 
and  imperfections  of  thought,  knowledge  and  language, 
and  sanctifying  these  imperfect  human  instruments  for 
His  use,  so  inform  them  with  the  spirit  of  moral  and 
religious   truth    that    they    were    able  to   declare  that 
truth,  as  it  was  revealed  from  God,  to  their  fellow-men, 
and  to  place  it  on  record  as  a  treasure  for  all  ages." 
Now,  to  put  these  ideas  briefly  and  in  more  common 
terms,  we  have  here,  for  the  first  view,  verbal  inspiration 
of  all  the  Holy  Scriptures,  or  equal  and  perfect  Divine 
guidance    in    the    record   of    every   part    of    the    Bible, 
whether  history,  science,  morality  or  religion.     And  for 
the  second  view,  full  and  perfect  Divine  guidance  only 
in  relation  to  moral  and  religious  truth,  and  sanctified 
but  imperfect  human  thought,  knowledge  and  language 
in  all  else.     This,   I  believe,  is  a   fair  statement  and 
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exact  re-statement  of  these  two  extreme  interpretations 
of  inspiration.  And  this  document  says  both  of  these 
are  allowed  by  our  doctrinal  standards  and  can  be  de- 
fended by  them.  It  requires  no  very  close  scrutiny  of 
these  two  statements  to  discern  that  the  second  one  limits 
Divine  inspiration  to  the  teaching  of  moral  an<l  religioufi 
truth,  while  the  first  extends  the  Divine  inspiration  to 
all  the  contents  of  the  Scriptures,  regardless  of  whether 
the  Divine  attestation  is  stated  or  is  absent. 

Anyone  reading  Mr.  Wesley's  Notes  and  Sermons  will 
be  made  awTire  that  the  issue  raised  by  these  different 
statements  did  not  exist  in  his  day,  an<l  therefore  there 
is  no  direct  deliverance  on  it.    Yet  I  think  no  one  would 
conclude  from  reading  these  Notes  and  Sermons  that  he 
limited  Divine  inspiration  to  that  portion  of  the  Scrip- 
tures which  teaches  moral  and  religious  truth.     Anyone 
who  holds   this   view  is  under  obligation  before   it   can 
be  accepted,  to  present  clear  and  sufficient  evidence  in 
its  support.      The  positive  side  must  always  support  its 
contention  before  the  negative  needs  to  present  its  case. 
Let  us  now  enquire  what  is  the  nature  of  this  second 
Interpretation  of  Inspiration  and  what  must  be  it» 
inevitable  tendency.     First,  is  this  the  kind   of  in- 
spiration which  the  Scriptures  claim  for  themselves? 
Second,  is  such  inspiration  consistent  with  the  general 
teaching  of  our  doctrinal  standards?   Third,  does  such 
a  view  of  inspiration  affect  the  Divine  authority  of 
the  teaching  of  the  New  Testament  and  of  our  Lord 
Jesus  Christ?    On   the  answer  to  these  questions  de- 
pends   the    preservation    of   what    is    well    known    aS 
evangelical  Christianity.     It  is  worse  than  useless,  it 
is  criminal,  to  try  to  secure  indifference  and  content* 
ment  as  to  whether  such  a  view  is  to  be  taught  and 
to  prevail  or  not. 
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(1)    In  answer  to  the  first  question  I  tMnk  it  may 
with  all  confidence  be   affirmed  that  the   Scriptures 
do  not  limit  their  Divine  inspiration  to  moral  and  re- 
ligions truth.    Not  one  passage  conveying  such  a  view 
when  fairly   interpreted  can   be   produced.     There    is 
that  common  and  very  numerous  class  of  statements, 
♦'Thus  saith  the  Lord,"  or  "The  Lord  spake,"  etc., 
Which  do  not  thus  limit  the  revelation.     And  to  sup- 
port the  position  we  are  opposing  they  must  always 
■o  limit  it.     It  is  frequently  said,  "The  word  of  the 
Lord   came  unto,"   etc.,  and  the  word  then   given   is 
sever    confined    to    moral    and    religious    truth.      This 
k  80  common  a  fact  that  it  needs  only  to  be  stated. 
There  are  two  or  three  statements  on  this  subject  of 
inspiration  which   may  suflice   to   show   the  teaching  of 
the   Scriptures  themselves.     In   2nd   Peter   1:21,   "For 
the  prophecy  came  not  in  old  time  by  the  will  of  man: 
but  holy  men  of  God  spake  a;^  they  were  moved  by  the 
Holy  Ghost. ' '    2  Tim.  3 :  16,  17,  * '  All  scripture  is  given 
by  inspiration  of  God,  and  is  profitable  for  doctrine,  for 
leproof,  for  correction,  for  instruction  in  righteousness: 
That  the  man  of  God  may  be  perfect,  thoroughly  fur- 
nished unto   all   good   works."     Heb.   1:1,  "God,   who 
at  sundry  times  and   in   divers   manners   spake   in  time 
past   unto   the   fathers   by   the   prophets,   hath   in   these 
last    days   spoken    unto   us   by   His   Son."     These  are 
sufiicient   to  show  that   the  inspiration  is   not   confined 
to    moral    and    religious    truth.       The    second    question 
implies    that    all    those    Scriptures    which    the    writer 
held    as    inspired    were     spoken    of    as    thus    profit- 
able.    And  Paul  accepted  the  Old  Testament  as  Christ 
accepted  it,  viz.,  as  it  was  then  accepted  by  the  Jews 
•f  his  day.    He  believed  in  the  history,  for  example,  of 
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the  journeying  through  the  wilderness,  and  uses  the  fact 
as  an  argument  and  illustration  most  effectively  in  the 
third  chapter  of  Hebrews.  But  the  history  of  the  jour- 
neying of  Israel  in  the  desert  forty  years  is  not  reUable 
history  according  to  this  theory  and  has  no  authoritative 
lesson,  though  the  writer  of  Hebrews  so  uses  it.  So 
also  if  this  theory  of  inspiration  is  true,  the  predictions 
of  Isaiah  about  Babylon,  Moab,  Damascus,  Egypt  and 
Tyre  were  not  inspired  of  God,  and  the  predictions  of 
the  seventy  years'  captivity  are  to  be  put  in  the  same 
list.  Indeed,  it  will  be  very  diflScult  to  tell  what  is 
"stampe-l  with  the  Divine  Omniscience"  and  what  is 
merely  the  work  of  poor,  erring  man.  Enough,  however, 
has  been  said  to  show  that  the  Scriptures  do  not  so 
regard  inspiration  as  related  only  to  moral  and  re- 
ligious truth.  It  may  confidently  be  said  that  all  por- 
tions of  the  Old  Testament  are  by  the  New  Testament 
declared  to  be  given  by  God. 

(2)  As  to  whether  this  second  view  of  inspiration 
is  consistent  with  our  doctrinal  standards  or  not  must 
be  determined  by  appeal  to  Wesley's  Notes  and  Ser- 
mons and  the  twenty-five  articles.  The  fifth  article 
reads:  *'The  Holy  Scriptures  contain  "11  things  neces- 
sary to  salvation,  so  that  whatsoever  is  not  read 
therein,  nor  can  be  proved  thereby  is  not  to  be  required 
of  any  man  that  it  should  be  believed  as  an  article  ot 
faith  or  thought  requisite  to  salvation." 

How  does  this  article  apply  to  this  theory  of  inspira- 
tion? It  seems  to  limit  the  purpose  of  the  Scriptures 
to  their  sufficiency  as  a  guide  to  personal  salvation.  In 
a  broader  view  it  must  be  understood  as  applicable  to 
the  question  of  teaching  the  race  God's  method  of  sal- 
vation.   Now  this  theory  of  inspiration  touches  the  quee- 
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tion  of  the  history  of  the  fall  and  how  sin  came  into 
the  world,  as  well  as  the  mere  fact  of  sin.  Will  it  not 
undermine  the  whole  question  of  the  need  of  redemp- 
tion? Will  it  not  undermine  faith  in  the  incarnation, 
the  vicarious  death,  and  the  resurrection  of  Christ. 
These  are  matters  of  history  which  according  to  the 
theory  is  subject  to  the  imperfections  of  humanity. 
Who  is  to  draw  the  line  of  distinction  where  the  human 
imperfection  ends  and  the  Divine  infallibility  beginsf 
How  can  man  be  led  to  an  intelligent  faith  in  Christ 
for  pardon  and  holiness  if  these  essentials  of  saving 
knowledge  are  not  taught  save  with  doubt.  In  these 
matters  men  need  and  must  hear  the  voice  of  God 

The  question  of  the  sufficiency  of  the  Scriptures  for 
man's  salvation  is  larger  than  what  ai'ticles  of  faith  ,i 
man  must  believe  in  order  to  salvation.  It  is  rathe* 
what  must  a  Christian  minister  teach  in  order  to  lead  a 
totally  uninstructed  enquirer  to  accept  of  ani  believe 
in  Christ  to  the  saving  of  his  soul!  The  articles  teach 
the  fact  of  the  fall  of  man  and  his  utter  helplessness; 
they  teach  also  the  fact  of  the  atoning  death  of  Christ 
as  the  only  ground  of  pardon;  they  teach  the  necessity 
of  repentance,  of  faith,  of  regeneration.  Tj  say  that 
a  man  can  intelligently  teach  these  while  he  denies  the 
trustworthiness  of  the  history  relating  to  them,  is  to 
speak  in  utter  disregard  of  truth  or  reason.  Man  is  a 
rational  being,  and  if  a  certain  offer  of  salvation  is 
made  to  him,  he  must  know  the  reason  why.  He  must 
know  the  origin  of  sin  and  its  remedy.  A  f?,ir  inter- 
pretation of  what  the  Church  teaches  in  relation  to 
inspiration  cannot  be  confined  to  Article  Five,  but  must 
take  into  view  also  its  authorized  teaching  on  these  re- 
lated subjects.      Then  it  must  be  seen  that  thia  theory 
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of  inspiration   is  ;;ontrar7  to   our   doctrinal  standards. 

As  to  whether  this  view  of  inspiration  is  8upporte<l  or 
opposed  by  Mr.  Wesley's  Notes  and  Sermons,  this  is  to 
be  determined  by  a  wide  and  general  survey  of  these 
writings.  It  may  be  said  that  they  do  not  speak  directly 
on  the  subject,  as  it  was  noi  a  matter  of  separate  .lis 
cussion.  But  there  are  numerous  statements  which  reveal 
his  conception  of  the  authority  of  the  Scriptures.  And 
he  nowhere  limits  their  trustworthiness  and  authority  to 
moral  and  religious  truth.  It  is  not  necessary  that  wo 
should  be  able  to  quote  him  as  explicitly  saying  that 
every  part  is  Divinely  inspired.  Does  he  anywhere 
deny  it?  Or  does  he  uot  rather  speak  of  them  as  auth- 
oritative even  where  history  is  given  or  science  is  in- 
volved? Those  who  have  made  this  declaration  must 
give  proof  by  distinct  quotation  to  prove  their  position. 

The  record  of  the  introduction  of  sin  by  the  disobed- 
ience of  Adam  and  Eve  is  a  matter  of  history.  Is  it  to 
be  put  in  doubt  because  it  does  not  directly  come  under 
the  category  of  moral  and  religious  truth?  Or  are  we 
to  have  the  question  raised  as  to  a  particular  item  of 
history,  »vhether  it  is  moral  and  religious  truth?  The 
history  is  there,  and  on  this  theory  it  is  open  to  th« 
objection  that  it  is  not  immediately  inspired  of  Ooi 
and  may  be  questioned.  But  where  has  Mr.  Wesley 
cast  doubt  upon  it? 

There  are  many  references  in  the  New  Testament  to 
items  of  history  in  the  Old  Testament.  Has  Mr.  Wes- 
ley anywhere  in  bis  Notes  expressed  a  doubt  as  to  their 
trustworthiness?  In  the  eleventh  chapter  of  Hebrews 
there  are  many  names  and  references  to  persons  whose 
histories  are  given  in  the  Old  Testament.  The  namoa 
of  Abraham,  Isaac  and  Jacob  are  mentioned,  but   no 
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suggestion  that  they  are  mythical  characters.  Moses 
and  Samuel  are  treated  as  real  persons.  Even  Bahab 
is  in  the  same  list.  The  falling  of  the  walls  of  Jericho, 
the  stopping  of  the  lions'  mouths  in  relation  to  Daniel, 
and  the  deliverance  of  Shadrach,  Meshech  and  Abed- 
nego,  are  all  recognized  as  reliable  history.  If  in  the 
mind  of  Mr.  Wesley  any  doubt  of  the  inspiration  of 
Old  Testament  history  existed,  this  is  the  place  it  would 
have  been  expressed.  But  no  such  doubt  is  expressed. 
Everywhere  there  is  unhesitating  acceptance  of  the  truth 
of  the  history.  Not  one  breath  of  support  is  given  to 
this  second  view  of  inspiration  that  only  moral  and 
religious  truth  has  the  stamp  of  the  Divine  inspiration. 
If  there  are  any  passages  in  his  Notes  and  Sermons  that 
state  this  view  of  inspiration,  I  have  not  yet  found 
them.  Any  statement  affirming  the  inspiration  of  any 
moral  and  religious  truth  would  be  no  proof  that  he 
denied  the  truth  of  any  particular  history.  If  anywhere 
Mr.  Wesley  questioned  or  was  disposed  to  question  OM 
Testament  history,  his  notes  on  the  eleventh  chapter  of 
Hebrews  was  the  place.  But  instead  he  writes  as  a 
man  fully  accepting  the  record.  That  he  believed  in  and 
-taught  the  inspiration  of  the  Scriptures  lo  one  ques- 
tions. Did  he  anywhere  modify  this  view  by  limiting 
inspiration  to  moral  and  religious  trulhf  It  is  the  obli- 
gation of  those  who  say  Number  Two  interpretation  can 
be  supported  by  quotations  from  his  Notes  and  Ser- 
mons, to  demonstrate  their  statement.  Until  they  do, 
'we  are  entitled  to  deny  it. 

As  there  are  none  contending,  so  far  as  I  know,  for 
an  acceptance  of  the  first-given  view  of  inspiration,  there 
is  so  need  to  attempt  to  support  it  by  any  references 
to  Mr.  Wesley's  Notes  or  Sermons,  if  that  were  possible. 
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Whether  correct  or  not,  this  "agreement"  doee  not  con- 
demn it  as  perilous,  but  states  that  many  h(.>lding  it 
have  developed  most  noble  and  robust  Christian  char- 
acters, yet  gives  its  approval  of  the  other  view  and 
pleads  for  liberty  to  teach  it  as  safe,  "modern"  and 
evangelical.  We  admit  it  may  be  "nuulern,"  but  con- 
tend that  it  is  neither  safe  nor  evangelical. 

(3)  We  come  now  to  the  question.  Does  tliis  view 
of  inspiration  affect  the  Divine  authority  of  the  teach' 
ing  of  the  New  Testament,  and  of  our  Lord  Jesuit 
Christ?  The  New  Testament  has  a  much  larger  por- 
tion dealing  with  moral  and  religious  truth,  in  pro- 
portion to  the  whole  bulk,  than  the  Old  Testament. 
The  question,  therefore,  relates  to  the  effect_^  of  a  de- 
nial of  the  historical  trustworthiness  of  its  records 
on  New  Testament  teaching.  There  are  those  and, 
by  no  means  a  few,  who  think  that  doubt  about  Old 
Testament  history  will  not  and  cannot  affect  faith  in 
the  authority  of  the  teaching  of  the  New  Testament. 
This  cannot  be  sustained  by  reason  or  by  history.  Take 
two  or  three  illustrations.  The  history  of  the  introduc- 
tion of  sin  into  the  world.  We  have  heard  it  affirmed 
that  it  does  not  matter  how  sin  came,  we  know  it  is 
here,  and  we  know  its  remedy,  and  that  it  is  sufficient 
for  all  practical  purposes.  What  are  the  facts!  The 
Old  Testament  says  sin  came  by  the  transgression  of  our 
first  parents.  The  New  Testament  says  the  same  thing, 
"Through  one  man  sin  entered  into  the  world,  and 
death  by  sin."  "For  as  in  Adam  all  die,  so  also  in 
Christ  shall  all  be  made  alive."  "And  Adam  was  not 
deceived,  but  the  woman  being  deceived  was  in  the  trans- 
gression." Now  if  the  Old  Testament  history  is  not 
trustworthy,  the  New  Testament  must  also  be  doubtful. 
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So  the  integrity  of  the  New  Testament  goes.  If  the 
Apostle  Paul  is  not  to  be  relied  on  in  regard  to  the 
origin  of  sin,  how  can  he  be  relied  upon  in  regard  to 
the  remedy  for  sinf 

Or  take  the  references  to  Abraham.    The  Old  Testa- 
ment relates  how  he  believed  and  obeyed  God  and,  it 
was  counted  unto  him  for  righteousness.     The  Apostle 
Paul  uses  this  history  to  teach  the  doctrine  of  justifi- 
cation.    But  if  the  history  is  not  reliable,  the  illustra- 
tion fails  and  the  teaching  respecting  justification  and 
righteousness    becomes    doubtful.       The    references    to 
Abraham  are  too  numerous  and  varied  to  admit  of  denial 
of  its  historical  accuracy.    But  if  a  doctrine  of  inspira- 
tion such  as  we  are  combatting  be  admitted,  then  Abra- 
ham, the  father  of  the  faithful,  becomes  little  better 
than  a  myth.    And  so  this  school  of  writers  teach.    But 
the   New   Testament   writers  have   put  hi  n   among  the 
historical  characters,  and  if  they  are  mistaken  here  they 
may  be  also  on  other  important  points.    No;  you  cannot 
play  fast  and  loose  with  such  statements  as  those  which 
connect  the  Old  Testament  and  the  New  Testament  to- 
gether on  such  vital  points.     To  deny  the  Old  when  it 
is  endorsed  by  the  Nev.  is  to  deny  the  New  also. 

Further,  a  doctrine  which  allows  rejection  of  any  Old 
Testament  history,  though  endorsed  by  the  New,  allows 
also  a  rejection  of  New  Testament  history.  That  lands 
us  where  we  cannot  trust,  for  instance,  the  history  of 
the  birth  or  resurrection  of  Jesus  Christ.  New  Testa- 
ment history  on  these  or  any  other  matters  is  little  bet- 
ter than  any  other  history.  The  Divine  element  is  not 
i^ecessarily  in  it.  And  the  final  result  of  it  is  that 
Christ's  teaching  has  no  other  authority  than  that  which 
ari'    -  from  our  discovery  of  i*s  excellence.     The  over- 
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mastering  Di  'ine  authority  is  gone  and  the  general  con- 
sensus of  opinion  is  about  all  that  remains  to  regulate 
human  faith  and  hope.  Even  the  historic  statement  of 
Christ's  life  and  work  is  involved  in  this  theory. 

THE  LOGICAL  BESULTS. 

Wherever  these  views  have  gained  ascendancy  there 
has  come  a  weakening  of  the  evangelical  note  and  a  loss 
of  aggressive  power  in  the  Church.  The  Bible  having 
become  an  uncertain  and  less  Divine  book,  men  fail  to 
feel  its  authority  and  religious  life  has  less  of  the 
supernatural.  Let  Germany  and  Massachusetts  witness 
to  this  fact. 

And  this  is  the  kind  of  inspiration  of  Holy  Scrip- 
ture which  this  so-called  ' '  agreement ' '  asks  us  to  accept 
as  "evangelically  sound."  Men  are  to  be  permitted  to 
teach  within  a  limit  which  allows  them  to  teach  a  denial 
of  Old  or  Xew  Testament  history  simply  because  they 
cannot  accept  it  without  admitting  the  supernatural  and 
the  miraculous.  Such  a  liberty,  if  exercised,  cannot 
fail  to  destroy  faith  in  the  authority  of  the  Holy  Scrip- 
tores,  and  with  it  evangelical  godliness. 

That  this  document  involves  this  kind  of  teaching  is 
put  beyond  doubt  by  the  last  paragraph.  It  says: 
"Recognizing  that  the  more  conservative  view  of  the 
Bible  in  the  minds  of  those  who  adhere  to  it  does 
obviously  conserve  the  essential  truth  of  Divine  revela- 
tion, and  knowing  hew  this  view  of  the  Scriptures  has 
become  entwined  with  the  most  sacred  convictions  of 
many  of  our  people,  and  has  in  the  past  produced  a  most 
robust  and  aggressive  type  of  Christian  character,  we 
recommend  that  our  public  utterances  on  this  question 
in  the  pulpit,  on  the  platform,  or  in  the  press,  should  so 
present  the   'modem   view'   of   Bible   interpretation   as 


•bIj  to   maintain  more   fully   the  spiiit^sl   power  and 
Divine  truth  of  the  Holy  Scriptures."     Strange  recom- 
mendation   from    such    a    basis!      Notwithstanding    the 
fact  that  the  conservative  view  has  produced  the  very 
results  most   needed,   we  propose  to  teach  a   different 
▼iew,  and  one  V^hich  has  not  vindicated  itself  as  pro- 
ducing such  grand  results.    In  public  we  must  do  it  with 
caution,  for  there  are  the  "alert  and  intelligent  con- 
■ervatives,"  but  in  the  lecture  room  we  will  not  be  ex- 
posed to  this  danger.     Here  we  will  have  a  receptive 
audience,  and  one  which  by  its  very  life  wants  every- 
thing "modern."    Imagine  men  trying  to  give  emphasis 
to  the  "power  and  truth"  of  a  book  which  they  declare 
contains  much  that  is  not  reliable.    See  the  vain  attempt 
to  teach  truth  and  purity  of  conduct  from  a  book  which 
by  their  own  interpretation  holds  its  place  by  deceit  and 
fraud.    The  Deity  Himself  is  made  to  speak  out  through 
Moses,  though  he  never  wrote  the  book.     And  on  such 
a  basis  men  expect  the  world  to  learn  and  practice  righ- 
teousness.   It  is  a  vain  and  perilous  attempt.    This  type 
of  teaching  has  nowhere  vindicated  itself  as  capable  of 
producing  "robust  and  aggressive  Christian  character." 
Wherever  it   has   prevailed   paralysis  has  come   on   the 
Church.     Tf   there   are   spiritual   and    evangelical    men 
holding  such  views,  they  owe  it  to  an  early  environment 
of  the  conservative  type.     The  logical  results  will  land 
them  in  the  denial  of  the  supernatural. 

THE  FINAL  WOBD. 

The  final  word  must  be  that  this  modern  interpreta- 
tion of  the  inspiration  of  the  Holy  Scriptures  is  not 
"evangelically  sound,"  but  destructive  to  their  Diyine 
authority.  Men  who  hold  and  teach  such  doctrine  are 
not  safe  or  desirable  teachers  to  have  in  our  colleges. 
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